American linguistic philosopher P. Grice believes that in all the language communication activities, there is a tactic understanding between speakers and hearers to achieve a specific goal; and both sides should abide by the principle, that is Cooperative Principle. The Cooperative Principle includes four maxim: the maxim of quantity, the maxim of quality, the maxim of relation and the maxim of manner.
Introduction

Cooperative principle
In 1967, Oxford philosopher Herbert Paul Grice put forward Conversational Implicature Pragmatics. Grice believed that people's talk was not made up of a bunch of incoherent words under normal circumstances. The most obvious feature of conversation is that it is a kind of rational, cooperative and purposive behavior. The reason for people's conversations are able to go smoothly is that both sides follow the certain purposes, and act in harmony with each other. He considered that people should follow some principle, when they are communicating with each other, and this principle is called the Cooperative Principle (CP). The Cooperative Principle has four maxims which I will introduce in the following.
▪ Quantity 1. Make your conversation have the sufficient information just as it is desired (for the present aims of the exchange). 2. Do not make your conversation more informative than it is desired.
▪ Quality
Try to make your conversation be faithful.
1.
Do not say what you think is not faithful to the fact. 2. Do not say that for which you do not have enough evidence.
▪ Relation Make your conversation be correlative.
▪ Manner Be coherent. 1. Be clear. 2. Make your utterance avoid ambiguity. 3. Make your utterance avoid prolixity. 4. Be regular. (Grice, 1975) However, the maxims of the Cooperative Principle which Grice had put forward could not solve all problems. In spite of the four maxims we have mentioned, there are other rules that people should follow when communicating. There is no doubt that the CP is not perfect and scholars should make more efforts to perfect the explanation of implicature. For example, in the following studies, Levinson proposed the Politeness Principle which I would explained it with detail in the following chapter.
Conversational implicature
The theory of Conversational Implicature was first known to people in 1967 by Grice in his speech at Harvard University. According to Paul Grice, if people want to understand the implicature of the conversation, the listener should share the same knowledge with the speaker, and he should know why the speaker flouts the maxims of the Cooperative Principle (Grice, 1967) .
In the end of Grice's speech, Logic and Conversation, Grice mentioned some characteristics of conversation implicature (Grice, 1967) . They are caculability, which means we can calculate the implicature from the utterance; cancellability, and it's also called defeasibility, and it can be explained as the present implicature in spite of relying on the CP, it also be determined by the conversational meaning of the word it used, the linguistic and situational context, etc.
If any of them changes, the previous implicature can be canceled; non-detachability, which means implicature is not detached to the linguistic form and it's relevant to the semantic content; non-conventionality, by this characteristic we mean that the implicature meaning is not same with the literal meaning of the words. When the context changes, the implicature will become different.
In this paper, the author will analysis the implicature of dialogues in Nirvana in Fire in the perspective of Cooperative Principle to better present the art of conversation in Nirvana in Fire. This study also has some advantages which I will introduce in the final of the paper and in the future there needs more things to do to make the study better.
2.
Literature review
Grice's Cooperative Principle is considered as the ideal communication, but with the evolution of study in cooperation, the disadvantages also become more and more obvious. And many scholars review the CP from a new view. Focusing on the shortage of the academic circles, there are three significant schools solving the problems of CP. First, some scholars sustained Conversational Implicature, especially for its quantity maxim and do the more specific study of it. For instance, Levinson (1983) following Gazdar (1979a) takes account into scalar Quantity implicatures and clausal Quantity implicatures. Furthermore, he proposes the principle of informativeness, that in some situation allows us to read more information than the utterance actually contains (Levinson, 1983) . Second, scholars finished other principle which is based on supplementary principles. For example, on the basis of CP, Leech created another parallel principle--Politeness Principle which has six maxims, they are tact maxims, generosity maxims, modesty maxims, approbation maxims, agreement maxims and sympathy maxims (Leech, 1983) . And the third one completely put away the Cooperative Principle and created other principles. Dan Sperber and Deirdre Wilson's (1986) Relevance is the instance of this aspect (Hu Zhuanglin, 2011:184) .
Recently, Cooperative Principle has been faced with many criticisms, Ladegaard was one of the representatives. By analyzing the asymmetric conversation between teachers and students, he believed that no consociation was the priority of communication strategies, the unsuccessful dialogue may be the purpose of utterance. He believed that the concept of cooperation must be studied in aspect of what people want to know in communication (Ladegaard, 2008) .
The Cooperative Principle has become more and more popular in China and many scholars begin to analysis the words from the aspect of the Cooperative Principle. And there has a promising future for the study of the Cooperative Principle. And Chinese researchers should continue remedying the disadvantages of the CP and apply it in more fields.
3.
The study of Nirvana in fire There are the following main norms and characters in Nirvana in Fire: ▪ Lang Yage is the imagery situation which doesn't exist in the real life. It has high prestige in Jiang Hu, and people who wants to ask for the help of Lang Yage has to pay the price. ▪ Lang Yabang is the ranking list of people who has powerful Kong-Fu in Jiang Hu. ▪ Jiang Zuo Alliance is created by Mei Changsu. The members of Jiang Zuo Alliance are mainly the people related to Chi Yan Army and the aim of the creation of it is to revenge for Chi Yan Army. ▪ Chi Yan Army is the elite crops organized by Lin Shu's father and aims to fight for Liang Country, however, it was trapped in the fight of Mei Ling. Unfortunately, only Lin Shu and Nie Feng (the member of Chi Yan Army) were survived. ▪ Lin Shu, the most important character in Nirvana in Fire, is brave and intelligent. After the experience of death in the face, he changed his name into Mei Changsu, the host of Jiang Zuo Alliance, as his face was totally different. in order to revenge for the army, he prepares for 12 years. Eventually, he succeeds in helping Xiao Jingyan become the King of Liang and avenging the injustices dealt to his army. ▪ Xiao Jingyan also called the Prince of Jing, the best friend of Lin Shu when they were young, eventually become the King with the help of Lin Shu. ▪ Ni Huang, the fiancee of Lin Shu, is the manager of Prince Gong Mansion. She is in charge of the safety of the southern part of Liang. ▪ Meng Zhi who is the general of Yu Lin Army assists Lin Shu in the process of revenge. ▪ The Concubine Jing who is a beautiful and intelligent princess is the mother of Xiao Jingyan. ▪ Lin Chen who helps Lin Shu in his difficult time is the host of Lang Yage.
Until now, the study of Nirvana in Fire mainly focuses on the costume, the analysis of the personality of the characters, and the development of the plot. As far as I know, there is no article talks about the implicature of the dialogue based on the Cooperative Principle in Nirvana in Fire. In the following part, the author will analyze the typical dialogues in Nirvana in Fire.
3.2
Data analysis
Conversational implicature generated by violating the maxim of quantity
As we mentioned before, the maxim of quantity concludes two sides: firstly, the speaker should provide sufficient information as it is required; secondly, the speaker should not provide more information than it is needed. In Nirvana in Fire, people usually provide more or less information to express their implicature. This part mainly talks about the violation of the maxim of quantity. One problem is that both sides should gasp the meaning of conversation, otherwise, the ideal effect will not achieve in the end.
Here comes the examples:
Example 1 Eunuch, Your Majesty, His Highness Prince Jing has come back and he asks to see you.
(The emperor continues to writing, it seems that he doesn't hear the words of eunuch) …… Crown Prince (said to the Eunuch): Shut up, shut up.
(They continue to talking about the calligraphy.)
When the eunuch informs the coming of Xiao Jingyan, the emperor, Crown Prince, and the Prince Yu were talking about the calligraphy. The emperor gave no answer to the request. In this sense, he violated the maxim of quantity. We can implicate that the emperor did not want to let the Prince Jing come into the Palace. It also shows his irresponsibility to the Prince Jing. In the long time. The emperor didn't like the Price Jing, as he had the relation with the Chi Yan Army. This conversation happened after Concubine Jing diagnosed for Nie Feng. The Prince Jing always wanted to know the identity of Mei Changsu, however, considering every aspect, Concubine Jing did not want to let him realize it. When The Prince Jing asked the identity of Mei Changsu again, Concubine Jing did not gave sufficient information, instead, she refused to tell him politely. And we say that she violated the maxim of quantity. And in this way, speaker could maintain the relationship between the speaker and the hearer.
Conversational implicature caused by flouting the maxim of quality
The maxim of quality has regulated the authenticity of conversation. It requires that the speaker should say something that is not false and he should not say something that he does not have the evidence. In daily life, people sometimes provides false information to express the implicature. According to Grice, irony or lying has violates the maxim of quality, but this kind of violation could be useful to express the implicature during the conversation. If one wants to understand the implicature, he has to know the context in which conversation occurs. And this part will discuss the violation of quality in Nirvana in Fire. This conversation occurred between The Prince Jing and two secretaries, the secretaries noticed the unhappiness of the Prince Jing, instead, the Prince Jing said he was happy. The Prince Jing lied, and he just didn't want to let the ministers notice his unhappiness, so, in this sense, he flouted the maxim of quality. Because he knew that if he wanted to be the emperor, he must to bear the suffering by himself. 
Conversational implicature caused by flouting the maxim of relation
According to Grice, the maxim of relation means that the words should be relative to the discourse. During our conversation, we usually give some irrelevant information to show our indifference to the topic or indirectly to show that it is not the right moment to discuss this question. This part will show the examples violating the maxim of relation in Nirvana in Fire. 
The conversational implicature caused by flouting the maxim of manner
The manner maxim requires that the speaker should be concise in the conversation, do not use ambiguous and prolix words in their conversation. When people express their meaning, they usually flout the manner maxim because of the influence of emotion. This part will analyze the example of violation of manner in Nirvana in Fire. 
Conclusion
This thesis analysis the dialogues from Nirvana in Fire according to the western theory of pragmatics, that is, Grice's Cooperative Principle. The characters in the fiction try to convey their implied meaning by violating the maxims of the Cooperative Principle.
Nirvana in Fire is one of the most popular TV plays in China in 2015. And many dialogues in it are very interesting and are worth analysing. The thesis illustrates so many examples selected in the TV play to prove that the Cooperative Principle plays an indispensable role in analyzing the TV plays Nirvana in Fire.
There is no difficult to understand the implicature through Grice's Cooperative Principle. Pragmatics is a discipline which makes a language significant as the research subject. It studies the words in specific context and studies how to understand the extra meaning through the context. According to the Cooperative Principle and the violation of the maxims, this papers shows the character's implied intention and helps the audience better understand the plot.
However, this paper also has the disadvantages. On the one hand, it does not include the all examples in the Nirvana in Fire. And the examples it gives are the only classical ones. This paper just gives a brief analysis of talks in Nirvana in Fire. And the author welcome others who are interested in this play and the Cooperative Principle to share their opinions or give advises to the author. One the other hand, there exist certain deficiencies in analyzing the dialogues in Nirvana in Fire. It is due to the competence of the author. Meanwhile, it is also related to the lack of achievement in analyzing the dialogues in Nirvana in Fire by using the theory of Cooperative Principle. The author just know a prat of knowledge about implicature, so the author's ability is limited. And more, Nirvana in Fire is a Chinese TV play, and until now, there has no English version, and all the lines are translated by the author self. So if there has any mistakes, your comment will be appreciated. There is a new perspective on the interpretation of the Chinese TV plays. And scholars should analyze the dialogue in Chinese TV plays through various theories to make Chinese Pragmatics better and better.
